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INTRODUCTION
We start with an interesting summation due to Ramanujan [4] , viz. 
As pointed out by Berndt [2] , this summation can be obtained quite simply by employing Kummer's summation theorem [1] viz.
by taking a = 1 and b = 1 -x.
In 1996 Lavoie, Grandie and Rathie [3] have obtained explicite expressions of 2 1 , ; 1 1
for j = 0, ±1, ±2, ±3, ±4, ±5. The case j = 0 was presented above in (2) as the Kummer's theorem. However, the following another special cases with nonnegative j will be required in our present investigations:
where, as usual, [x] denotes the greatest integer less then or equal to x and the values of the constants A j , B j are given in the Table 1 . below.
The aim of this note is to find an interesting generalization of the Ramanujan's summation (1) by making sense of (4). Five summations closely related to Ramanujan's summation have also been obtained as special cases of our main findings. The summations derived here are simple, interesting easily established and may be useful. Proof. In (4) taking a = 1 and b = 1 -x, then expressing the hypergeometric function as a series, we have
MAIN SUMMATION
Here (a) 0 := 1, (a) n = a(a -1) … (a -n + 1), n oe  stands for the Pochhammersymbol, called sometimes shifted factorial as well.
Similarly, putting a = 1, b = 1 -x on the right-hand expression in (4), we get
such that, after easy simplification, one tranforms into the asserted right-hand expression of (5). This completes the derivation of (5).
SPECIAL CASES
In (5), if we take j = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 we have the following interesting summations.
For j
The right-hand side of (8) can be seen equivalent to the right-hand side of (5).
1 ( 1)( 2) 1 ... 6 ( 6)( 7)
3. For j = 2
4. For j = 3 
Clearly, (8) is a Ramanujan's summation and other summations (9) to (13) are seen to be closely related (8). [5] .
Remark 1. For another summations due to Ramanujan and their generalizations the interested reader can consult

